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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1, 2, 4 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Ramaswami et al (US Patent No. 6,947,623). 

Regarding claim 1, Ramaswami et al method for data-flow protection of an 
optical interface in a protected device, (see Figs. 8 and 9 ) comprising the steps of: 

(1) receiving an optical signal from a source-neighboring device by the protected 
device (Fig. 9, splitter (620) receives optical signal); 

(2) duplicating the optical signal into at least two duplicated optical signals (the 
signal is split which is considered as duplicating): 

a first duplicated optical signal (bottom arrow) and a second duplicated optical- 
signal (top arrow), and sending the first duplicated optical signal to a protected device 
for processing (redundant optical switch core is considered as the protected device), 
and sending directly the second duplicated optical signal to be selected (the optical 
switch receives the second optical signal to be selected); 
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(3) according to working status of the protected device, selecting one from the 
second duplicated optical-signal and output optical-signal of the protected device, and 
sending the selected one to a destination-neighboring device (see col. 9, lines 56-67 to 
col. 10, lines 1-11). 

Regarding claim 2, wherein step (3) comprises, if working status signal output of 
the protected device is normal, then selecting optical signal output of the protected 
device and sending to the destination-neighboring device; if the protected device 
working status in step (3) is abnormal, then selecting the second duplicated optical- 
signal and sending to the destination-neighboring device (see col. 9, lines 56-67 to col. 
10, lines 1-11). 

Regarding claim 4, Ramaswami et al disclose a data-flow protection device of an 
optical interface in a protected device (shown in Fig. 8 and 9), comprising: 

a first optical-signal duplicating unit (620) and an optical-signal selecting unit 
(2:1 optical switch); 

wherein an input of the first optical-signal duplicating unit is connected to a 
source-neighboring device for receiving an optical-signal (there must be source 
neighboring device which transmit the signal), one output of the first optical-signal 
duplicating unit is directly connected to one input of the optical-signal selecting unit, 
another output of the first optical-signal duplicating unit connects to input of a 
protected device (redundant optical switch core is considered as the protected device); 
wherein another input of the optical-signal selecting unit is connected to optical-signal 
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output of the protected device, the control end of the optical-signal selecting unit is 
connected with working status signal output of the protected device, the output of the 
optical-signal selecting unit connects to a destination-neighboring device (see col. 9, 
lines 56-67 to col. 10, lines 1-11). 

Regarding claim 7, in Fig. 9, Ramaswami et al show that the optical-signal 
duplication unit is an optical splitter (620), and the optical-signal selecting unit is an 
optical switch (2:1 optical switch). 

Allowable Subject Matter 

3. Claims 3, 5 and 6 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments filed 23 October 2006 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

On the remark pages 6-7, applicant indicates that the protected device functions 
not as a backup device but as a transmission device. The protected device (redundant 
optical switch) of Ramaswami receives and transmit optical signal, therefore it functions 
as a transmission device. Further applicant indicates that signals from the source- 
neighboring devices must be processed, in operation such as protocol conversion, 
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routing and etc., by the protected device. Such limitation is not found in the claim. In 
response to applicant's argument that the references fail to show certain features (i.e., 
as protocol conversion, routing and etc.) of applicant's invention, it is noted that the 
features upon which applicant relies are not recited in the rejected claim(s). Although 
the claims are interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from the specification 
are not read into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 
(Fed. Cir. 1993). 

On page 7 of the remark, applicant indicates that switch status signal and switch 
control signals are generated in the I/O port rather than in the redundant optical switch 
core. Applicant further indicates that switch status signals and switch control signals 
are generated at the destination receiving side. However such limitation are not found 
in the claim. In response to applicant's argument that the references fail to show 
certain features of applicant's invention, it is noted that the features upon which 
applicant relies are not recited in the rejected claim(s). Although the claims are 
interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from the specification are not read 
into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 

1993). 
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Conclusion 

5. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of 
time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire 
later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dalzid Singh whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3029. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri 9am - 5pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jason Chan can be reached on (571) 272-3022. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO 
Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information system, call 
800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



DS 

January 19, 2007 



DALZID SINGH 

primary examiner 






